Introduction
The theoretical foundation of social pedagogy in a Swedish context has many different roots and has always had difficulties to distinguish itself from other subjects and professional fields such as i.e. social work. According to Eriksson & Markström (2000) three pillars: pedagogy, social work and the German social pedagogical tradition with Paul Natorp as the most influential predecessor constitute social pedagogy. In the Swedish higher education field, social pedagogy was integrated in to the concept of social work. Although, there are examples on how social pedagogy succeeded to stay independent 1 .
Social work, which is one of the three pillars, is quite young as an academic subject in Sweden. The first social work educational programs were established at the tertiary level in 1977, and at the same time, social work became an independent research area (Börjesson & Börjesson, 2015) . Internationally social work became a profession and a university subject in the early 20 th century. Traditionally social work has two main and quite different starting points when social problems are identified and interventions are proposed to solve them.
There is one direction which has its focus on the societal mechanism producing inequalities and poverty. The other entrance to the field of social work has a more individual approach with terms picked up from medicine. The two directions has been discussed since the beginning of the 20 th century. The casework model is still used in social work practice alongside the more societal direction of social work. The first mentioned approach uses sociology as reference when understanding and rectifying social problems and the second has a psychological and biological vantage points (Meeuwisse, Swärd, Sunesson, Knutagård, 2016) .
Social work as an academic discipline is very practice oriented. Payne (2006) says from a social constructionist point of view that social work is constantly redefining itself. Many say, e.g. Brante (2003) that social work is difficult to define and there are a number of different definitions. The characterizations have in common that social work is operating in the intersection between the individual and the society. The various definitions take their startingpoint in social work agencies. In Guzzettas' terms social work is retrospective in its attitude (1984) . Brante (2003) claims that is very important for full academic recognition to define the core, the periphery and limits of social work. However, that can hardly be done in explicit terms because of the dynamic nature of social work agencies. Sunesson (2003) Another pillar according to Eriksson & Markström (2000) is pedagogy. The discipline belongs as well to social sciences. Pedagogy as an independent discipline is much older than social work. The first Swedish professor in pedagogy was installed already 1910 (Nilsson, 2005) . Like social work, the pedagogy is difficult to define. The core in many definitions of pedagogy is about processes of influence and change in formal and informal settings. The difficulties to define pedagogy is due to the historical debate whether pedagogy is about how to educate in a practical sense or is it about studying processes from a theoretical stand point.
Pedagogy as well as its counterpart social work has its scaffolding disciplines, namely sociology, psychology and philosophy. As in the case of social work there are numerous of influential inspirers. Rousseau, Pestalozzi, Freinet, Key, Dewey, Piaget, Vygotsky, Freire and more (Egidius, 2009 ). There are numerous of different direction within the core subject of pedagogy such as educational sociology, educational psychology, didactics, educational science, and so on. The third pillar of the construction of social pedagogy is henceforth in focus.
Purpose, methods and material
The concept of social pedagogy can be studied from different perspectives and with diverse foci. According to Eriksson & Markström (2000) there are three main ways to study the phenomenon of social pedagogy: as an area of expertise, an academic subject or as a professional action. In this article the main focus is on social pedagogy as an area of expertise or in other words: its knowledge field and territory. Alternatively, according to Brante (2003) the core, the periphery and limits of social pedagogy.
There is a variety of textbooks, dissertations, scientific articles and other written sources supporting the students learning to become social workers. There is a "canon" when it comes to what textbooks, articles and dissertations give an understanding what social pedagogy is. In e. References to well-known and established scientists.
In short, the aim is to go through all reference lists in written sources in the field of academic texts describing, analyzing or discussing social pedagogy (see appendix I, table 7). The fifth inclusion criteria is the most delicate. The aim was to look for the "big ones" in the international field of scholars. Examples of the big ones are Habermas, Foucault, Giddens, Freire or other international well-known scholars. Of course, there is an obstacle to decide which ones to choose as well as to categorize their works in the proper academic field. Quite a few are both sociologists, philosophers and pedagogues simultaneously.
The distribution of theorists
The figures in the tables below has to be interpreted in the following way: take for instance
Erving Goffman who is referred to 28 times ( 
Sociology
In this chart, the six most frequent authors are displayed. The main source is sociology with Erving Goffman's interactionism in the lead (see for instance Goffman 1990). 
Philosophy
The three scholars mentioned here are very multi-dimensional and difficult to categorize when it comes to the knowledge field. Michel Foucault is very well known for his historical narratives about the discursive formations in the birth of prisons (2003) 
Pedagogy
There is a big gap to sociology and philosophy when it comes to the number of times the texts are using the theoretical foundations. Paolo Freire is the one in this group that has influenced the Swedish authors (Pedagogy of the oppressed, 1976). Jean Lave and Etienne Wenger (1991) bring the modern version of Vygotsky's socio cultural theory (see under psychology).
Hans Tiersch is together with Paul Natorp (philosophy) very influential when it comes to the concept of social pedagogy. Both Natorp and Tiersch are often referred to as very influential in a social pedagogical context. The reason why the two are not very often used in the analysed material is partly because of a language barrier. English, not German, is the second language for most Swedish people. 
Psychology
In this knowledge field there are not many references. Social work is often used as the point of reference when comparing and defining social pedagogy (see Eriksson & Markström, 2000) . 
Concluding remarks
The reader has to keep in mind that the foundation of the analyses in this text is restricted to text productions that explicitly have social pedagogy in the title or/and the subtitle. Although there may be many other texts dealing with social pedagogical issues without the label social pedagogy, they are not discussed here.
The first observation is that the production of textbooks, scientific articles and dissertations is this. There was and there is still no possibility to get a PhD in social pedagogy. The educational programs on the tertiary level had no scientific independent base. Educational programs became incorporated in the academic subject social work and social pedagogy lost its identity. There was a long debate about academisation and professionalisation of social pedagogy among academics but that is out of focus in this text. The two doctor thesis, one in the late nineties and one in 2005 were produced in other subjects, social work and educational sciences. The second reason is that most teachers in educational programs about social pedagogy were not researchers, they were teachers.
The second observation is that the list is very international. The sociologist Johan Asplund Is the fact that sociology is the most used source to describe and understand social pedagogy unexpected? No, not very astonishing. It is also well in line with a social pedagogical discourse that the interactionist branch of sociology put forward by Erving Goffman is the most common. We become human beings through interactions. Integration, identity and community are the key words constituting social pedagogy. Both social pedagogy and social work have in common that Psychology is much subordinated.
It is remarkable that pedagogy is so subordinated to sociology and philosophy. If the theoretical roots of social pedagogy is compared to the roots of social work we find the same underlying understanding -sociology and especially the interactionist branch of the subject.
This is probably one of the reasons to why social pedagogy has had difficulties in define itself • to meet the client on the same level and to take the perspective of the other (sociology,
psychology)
• to lead a critical discussion on the client's life conditions in relation to contemporary society, from which a constructive pedagogical goal should be formulated with reference to the actual client's resources and the potentials for action (sociology,
pedagogy)
• to reflect on her behavior, to be aware of the quality of the current relationship (interactionism), and to act in accordance with ethical principles" (philosophy) 3 .
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The first sentence is in line with a sociological way to interpret the core of social pedagogy.
There is an interactionist vantage-point because in the process of integration we have to interact with our fellow citizens. 
